Resolution 1946-16-18 Appreciation of Courtesies by Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies
Michigan State University College of Law
Digital Commons at Michigan State University College of Law
Resolutions The (International) Association of Fish & WildlifeAgencies Conservation Collection
9-10-1946
Resolution 1946-16-18 Appreciation of Courtesies
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies
Follow this and additional works at: http://digitalcommons.law.msu.edu/afwa_reso
Part of the Environmental Law Commons, and the Natural Resources Law Commons
This Conference Proceeding is brought to you for free and open access by the The (International) Association of Fish & Wildlife Agencies
Conservation Collection at Digital Commons at Michigan State University College of Law. It has been accepted for inclusion in Resolutions by an
authorized administrator of Digital Commons at Michigan State University College of Law. For more information, please contact
domannbr@law.msu.edu.
Recommended Citation
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies, Resolution 1946-16-18 Appreciation of Courtesies (1946),
Available at: http://digitalcommons.law.msu.edu/afwa_reso/939
16. Appreciation of Courtesies 
Whereas the members and guests of the International Association of 
Game, Fish and Conservation Commissioners have been splendidly enter- 
tained at their thirty-sixth convention and were extended every possible 
courtesy during their visit to Saint Paul; 
Therefore be it resolved that the convention express its sincere apprecia- 
tion to all those who assisted in making this convention a most successful 
one, and that special thanks be extended to the Minnesota _ Conservation 
Department and the several civic and sportsmen’s organizations for their 
genuine hospitality; and 
Be it further resolved that the Association extend its gratitude to the 
local press and radio stations for their cooperation in reporting the proceed- 
ings of this thirty-sixth convention. 
The committee would like to include as a recommendation that copies 
of all resolutions adopted be submitted by the Secretary of the Association to 
the respective agencies and individuals to whom copies should go, as soon as 
they can be reproduced following the meeting, so that they may know what the 
attitude of the Association is. 
The committee would like further to suggest that in respect of resolutions 
which require you folks in your respective states to contact your members and 
senators in Congress, you make it your responsibility to do that and to see to it 
that they are contacted well in advance of their return to Washington; because 
that is where you get your support, not through the actions alone of this 
Association. 
Mr. President, I move the adoption of the resolutions as read, on behalf 
of the committee consisting of my good friend Commissioner Wilson, Mr. 
Feast of Colorado, Mr. Ott of California, Mr. Lewis of Canada, and myself. 
Mr. Lewis of Canada did not vote on some of these resolutions which apply 
primarily to the United States, but participated in those in respect to which 
there would be no international complications. 
Mr. Osborne (Illinois): I second the motion for adoption of the resolutions. 
Mr. Morgan (Alabama): May I ask that resolution No. 1 be read again? 
(The resolution was read by the chairman of the committee.) 
Mr. Morgan: Mr. President, we meet once a year; we have a lot of nice 
speeches; some good papers are read, and we go back home and forget all 
about them. In the meantime Congress has met, and we have nobody in 
Washington to look after us. I want to add an amendment to this first reso- 
lution, that this Association increase its dues — $25 a year now, isn’t it, for 
states ? — to $200 a year, and that we take this money to hire a man to live 
in Washington and represent this Association and keep us posted on what 
Congress is doing or trying to do, and what is going on. We don’t know; we 
read this sheet and that sheet; we miss half of it; we don’t know what is going 
on in Washington half the time. I think this Association is big enough and 
the states have enough money to put it up to hire a man to stay there as our 
representative. I want to add that as an amendment to that resolution — that 
we do hire a man and that we do increase our dues to $200 a year. 
Mr. LeCompte (Maryland): If I am not badly mistaken, that is Carl 
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Shoemaker’s job. I think the states are well supplied by Carl with propaganda 
five or six times a year. 
The President: That is not Carl Shoemaker’s job. But perhaps the thing 
to do, inasmuch as an amendment to this resolution is suggested, is to pull it 
out for the moment and consider the remaining fifteen. Would you be willing 
to do that, Mr. Morgan ? 
Mr. Morgan: Yes. 
The President: So we won’t talk about that resolution at this time, if 
the mover and seconder are agreeable. 
Mr. Gutermuth (D. C.): Unfortunately my motion dovetails back to Mr. 
Morgan’s suggestion as to an amendment to the first resolution. I question 
the advisability of attempting to make this organization a lobbying organiza- 
tion; but I would like to submit a motion that would amend resolutions 3, 4, 
5 and 6, to the effect that a special committee be appointed by the President 
of this organization to enlist the aid and recruit and coordinate the support 
of the states toward the accomplishment of the objectives outlined in these 
resolutions. I refer to the resolution on the special committees in Congress, 
on the securing of Pittman-Robertson appropriations, on enlisting support 
for the passage of a federal aid bill, and on pollution abatement. Gentlemen, 
I think these four subjects are of such importance that a mere resolution will 
not achieve the desired end; and for that reason the suggestion is that this 
Association should have a special committee whose job it will be to follow 
those particular actions continuously and coordinate the effort of all agencies 
to get behind these movements. I make that as a motion — that an amend- 
ment providing for a special committee be added to each of these four 
resolutions. 
Mr. Morgan: I can only stand by the amendment I have moved. You 
can appoint all the committees you want to, but when they are serving on their 
own time many of them will neglect their duties. Some of them will do it, but 
darn few. The best way to get a man to do something is to pay him; get the 
right man and then expect him to do the job. 
The President: We have pulled out of the list here that particular resolu- 
tion, and we will talk about it specifically later on. We have a motion to amend 
resolutions 3, 4, 5 and 6. You have heard Mr. Gutermuth’s motion — now I 
will recognize Mr. Osborne. 
Mr. Osborne: If we are going to amend our constitution and by-laws in 
order to raise the dues of the Association, should it not be done by special 
resolution rather than by tacking it on to some amendment? 
The President: That is the reason we have drawn out resolution No. 1, 
Mr. Osborne. Do I hear a seconder to Mr. Gutermuth’s motion ? 
Mr. Stephens (Missouri): I will second it. 
The President: Will you state again the terms of your motion. Mr. 
Gutermuth? 
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Mr. Gutermuth: That resolutions 3, 4, 5 and 6 be amended to the extent 
that the President of this Association appoint a special committee to enlist 
the aid and recruit and coordinate the support of the several agencies toward 
accomplishment of the objectives of these four resolutions. 
Mr. Findlay (North Carolina): I do not know that there is any reason 
for the appointment of a committee. If we do that, all of us will be in the 
same position; we will not be able to follow these things any better than we can 
today. Personally I have found it impossible. I do not see any point in appoint- 
ing more committees. I am more in favor of Mr. Morgan’s recommendation. 
Mr. Bode (Missouri): The first resolution, as I understand it, has been 
drawn out, but if it is adopted and authority is thus given to the Executive 
Committee to appoint sub-committees, it strikes me that this amendment will 
not be necessary; the Executive Committee can handle it under the first 
resolution. 
The President: That is what Seth Gordon was whispering in my ear. 
Mr. Morgan: I withdraw my amendment to the first resolution and will 
ask the right to introduce it as a separate resolution. 
Mr. Barker (New Mexico): It seems to me that if each of the states and 
the various organizations in the states are heard on these bills through their 
own representatives in Congress — and that is something we do not pay 
enough attention to; we do not keep our representatives well enough informed 
—if we really do that; if we keep our representatives informed and bring the 
necessary pressure to bear, I think we can accomplish a lot more than by the 
appointment of any special committee. If you appoint a committee, then the 
tendency will be for all of us to leave it to the committee to get the job done. 
The President: You would be having forty-eight states instead of one. 
Mr. Barker: Forty-eight active states instead of one. 
The President: Mr. Bode suggests that we reverse our course for the 
moment and consider resolution 1, which provides for a special committee of 
the Executive and the officers of the Association, in the sense that it might 
do some of the things that you are talking about. If we were to consider that 
resolution now, would it change the picture of the rest of them ? Do you want 
to take that up first? 
Mr. Feast (Colorado): The motion should be either withdrawn or put 
to a vote. 
The President: Well, we will go on with the discussion on the motion now 
before the house. It has to do with resolutions 3, 4, 5 and 6 — moved by Mr. 
Gutermuth, seconded by Mr. Stephens. Is there any further discussion ? 
Mr. Gutermuth: I do not know whether it is admissible to argue on behalf 
of my own motion, but referring to what Mr. Barker has said, and realizing 
the importance of timing in securing the passage of bills of this kind before 
Congress, I believe some sort of guiding factor is essential to focus attention 
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on the matter at issue and bring support for these various measures at a 
critical and timely period. Now I do not want to get into this other argument 
again, but it is a point that I want to bring out here in support of this motion; 
even though you may later refuse to employ this congressional person to look 
after the affairs of this Association I believe there is some merit in the view 
that people who are not necessarily being paid to do a job but are doing it out 
of their sincere conscientious interest could frequently go farther. The 
importance of these four subjects is such that the united support of all 
agencies, focused on Congress at given periods of time, is essential to success. 
I believe this motion is worthy of serious consideration. 
Mr. Osborne (Illinois): It seems to me that under the original resolution 
you are giving a directive to the officers and the Executive Committee to 
appoint special committees for this purpose; the result is that by the amend- 
ment we are just doing something that will have no particular effect. There- 
for I move that the amendment be tabled. 
The President: It is moved by Mr. Osborne that the amendment be tabled, 
and it is seconded by Mr. Dodgen of Texas. The General Counsel advises me 
that this motion is not debatable. 
(The motion that the amendment be tabled was agreed to.) 
The President: Of course the amendment is defeated. Are you ready 
to consider the original motion — that is, for the adoption of all the resolu- 
tions except No. 1 ? 
Mr. Morgan: I have withdrawn my motion to amend No. 1, and I asked the 
right to introduce a resolution from the floor. 
The President: Then the motion before the house is to adopt the resolu- 
tions as read by Mr. Gordon. 
Mr. Gutermuth: I would move that resolution No. 1 be amended to read: 
* 
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<:ial consideration be given to the appointment of committees tor the handling of the objectives desired in resolutions 3, 4, 5 and 6. 
Mr. Osborne: You are up against the same problem as before. Your 
Executive Committee have that authority now; what is the use of anybody 
else having the same authority? 
The President: Is there a seconder for Mr. Gutermuth’s motion? 
Mr. Osborne: I move that the amendment be tabled. 
(Several members having seconded the motion): 
The President: Mr. Osborne’s motion is seconded by nearly everybody. 
(And the question having been put): 
The President: I declare the motion (Mr. Osborne) carried. To come back 
to the original motion for adoption of the resolutions as submitted by the 
Kesolutions Committee, is there further discussion’ 
Mr. Findlay (North Carolina): With regard to the resolution 
storage laws, has consideration been given to the time factor there? on cold 
We are 
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faced with a legislative position this winter which makes it imperative that 
something be done. If action is not taken now it will be three years before we 
can have a proper law. I wonder if we could get some assistance in the matter. 
Mr. Gordon: This kind of thing cannot be done hastily. If the Association 
does attempt to bring about the preparation of a model plan we can all 
truthfully say to our respective legislatures that this matter is being studied 
by the Association. Let us wait until we get something we can really work 
on, instead of each of us trying to handle it in his own way. We realize that 
many of the general assemblies will be in session in January, but it would not 
be wise to act hastily on this cold storage situation. It will take quite a bit of 
study. 
The President: Any further discussion? Are you ready for the question? 
You have heard the sixteen resolutions read, and the motion for their adoption. 
(The motion was agreed to.) 
The President: Mr. Gordon, have you anything further to submit at this 
time? 
Mr. Gordon: No. 
Mr. Osborne: I think the chairman of the committee should be rebuked 
for apologizing for such a fine piece of work. 
The President: Yes, but how do we do that? 
Mr. Osborne: By giving him a good hand. (Applause.) 
Mr. Gordon: The thanks are to the committee, Mr. Chairman. 
The President: Mr. Osborne took the words out of my mouth; I was going 
to express the appreciation of this body for the splendid work of the Resolu- 
tions Committee. 
Now I recognize Mr. Morgan. 
Mr. Morgan: May I introduce a resolution from the floor? 
The President: Yes; we are into new business at the moment. 
Mr. Morgan: I move that this Association raise its dues from $25 to 
$200 a year for state membership, and that this money be used to employ a 
competent man to represent this Association in Washington full time, or such 
part of his time as may be necessary, in order to keep us posted on what is 
going on. 
Mr. Feast: I would like to amend that motion to make it read $500 a year. 
The President: Mr. Feast, I think you will have to hold your amendment 
until we get a seconder to the original motion. The motion is seconded by 
Livingstone Osborne from the tribe of Illinois. Now it is subject to amendment 
if you so wish. 
Mr. Feast: I will move that amendment — $500 a year. 
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Mr. Morgan: Let us not make it too high. 
The President: Mr. Feast, I hear no seconder to your motion. You are 
not going to second it yourself, are you? It fails for a seconder. 
Mr. Lowe (North Dakota): I wonder if there is a desire on the part of 
anyone here to eliminate the smaller state members of this organization. 
Mr. Feast: I withdraw my amendment. 
The President: It is not necessary for you to withdraw it; there is no 
seconder. 
Mr. LeCompte (Maryland): I do not know your laws in all the states I 
haven’t read them closely enough — with respect to the purposes for which 
state game protection funds shall be expended. But I am pretty sure if this 
motion carries the International Association instead of having forty-eight 
state members will probably have about twenty. I do not believe the adminis- 
trators in many states would be justified in expending $200 a year for member- 
ship in an organization of this kind. The sportsmen in my state I am sure 
would complain bitterly. They do not know they are paying $25, and if they 
knew it was $200 they would certainly take strong objection. 
Mr. Gutermuth: Recently there has been established in Washington a 
service which would be available to this organization as it is now to many 
others. It is known as a Legislative Service Bureau, and furnishes current 
information on all legislative matters before Congress dealing with the 
natural resources of the country. It provides a daily chart on all legislative 
actions being taken by both houses. The information is accurate, and the 
service is being enlarged during the next session of Congress. Wouldn’t that 
service do the thing that is anticipated by this amendment ? 
Mr. Dodgen (Texas): Mr. Gutermuth almost took the words out of my 
mouth. That service is available in different state legislatures. It is a cheaper 
service than could be obtained by employing someone to represent us in 
Washington. This Association can subscribe to that service, and copies of the 
legislation would be furnished to each member. 
As to raising the fee for membership in the Association, some states do not 
have appropriations which would permit that expenditure, and it would be 
a hardship on the administrator if he had to pay it out of his own pocket. 
Mr. Bode: This matter is of such great importance that anyone who has 
any ideas he can bring out for or against it should do so. I remember at the 
1945 meeting in Chicago a question came up about getting a job done. I voted 
in favor of the employment of a man, because you will recall at that time 
we had a lot of important legislation such as the Coordination Act and other 
matters. The Association was not holding regular or annual meetings, and I 
felt it was the wise thing to do. But to put it now on the basis of a permanent 
proposition brings up certain aspects of the matter that all of us should think 
about. Mr. LeCompte pointed out that if this motion were adopted we would 
likely have twenty or thirty members instead of forty-eight. Two hundred or 
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five hundred dollars is a large membership fee. But there is another considera- 
tion that I think is serious. Where an organization has a paid secretary the 
usual reaction after two or three years is: Well, let the paid secretary do it. 
It has been brought out in connection with these resolutions — the chairman 
of the Resolutions Committee emphasized it — that pressure exerted on 
congressmen by individual states is what counts. I do not believe a paid secre- 
tary can do that; therefore I raise the question whether we can effectively 
accomplish what we want to do through a paid secretary or representative. 
Mr. Gordon: I believe when this committee on By-laws gets through 
studying the whole set-up it will have some recommendations to bring in a 
year from now which we can consider, and probably at that time we shall all 
have crystallized our thinking on it so that we can then take intelligent 
action. The Association now has only about $1,800 of annual income. You 
would have to raise dues somewhere in order even to pay for the part-time 
legislative or other services that you want. Now, I do not believe we could go 
back to our several states with a $200 proposal right at this minute. But I am 
in sympathy with Ben Morgan’s idea of having somebody who is on the 
job — not doing the job for the states but keeping them informed and telling 
them when to strike. 
Dr. Lewis (Canada): I might perhaps call attention to certain considera- 
tions in connection with this matter that I spoke of in New York in March. 
I have listened attentively to the discussion, and as far as I can ascertain it was 
on the tacit basis that this is a national organization; there was no reference 
to anything else. I submit, Mr. President, that in name and also in fact this 
is an international organization. It seems doubtful whether action such as you 
propose in Washington could be taken in the name of an international organ- 
ization. It also is doubtful whether Canadian government agencies, and 
possibly government agencies in other countries, would wish to pay extra 
fees in order to support the kind of representative you are now considering, 
in the capital of one of the countries with which the Association is concerned. 
It is also a matter that might be considered whether or not it would be pro- 
viding a weapon to any who might oppose you if it could be shown that special 
funds were being raised in foreign countries to support a representative of 
this Association in Washington. I am not speaking for or against the motion, 
but wish to call the attention of those present to these considerations. 
The President: Also I appreciate your calling attention to that very fact. 
I think it is proper for the chair to offer an apology for the frequent reference 
to the Association as a national association. If the membership are in accord 
with that, they can express it by applause. (Applause.) 
Dr. Lewis: I appreciate that. But it was not with any question of apology 
that I was concerned; I simply wanted to call your attention to some facts 
which seemed to deserve consideration in connection with the proposal now 
before you. 
Dr. Hunter (Connecticut): I appreciate the idea behind Mr. Morgan’s 
motion, because we all ought to be kept informed of what goes on in our 
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national capital. However, I feel that in the case of some of the states it 
would hamper our Association considerably. Connecticut, for example, and 
a number of other smaller states, would have difficulty in meeting an increased 
appropriation for this purpose. I think further it entirely changes the char- 
acter of our Association; and to accomplish this purpose by the method of 
resolution would not be good enough — we would have to revise our constitu- 
tion before we could enter upon an activity of this kind. 
Mr. Feast: As I understand it, Mr. Morgan’s motion is to raise the dues, 
and his comments as to the use of the dues are incidental to the motion. 
The President: I have no objection to the motion being read, if you want 
that. 
Mr. Feast: I would like to have it read. 
(The motion having been read): 
The President: Then I take it we are ready for the question. 
(The question having been put, the motion was declared lost.) 
Mr. Clarke (Washington): I had a resolution which I handed in to the 
committee, but I do not think it was quite fair to the committee because they 
had very little chance to study it. I do not think the committee rejected the 
resolution on the ground that the Lacey Act covered it, because I am quite sure 
it doesn’t. This resolution is of particular interest to us in the west and I think 
also to the entire nation. With your permission I will read it. 
Amendment of Black Bass Act — Prohibition of 
Commercialization of all Game Fish 
Whereas steelhead trout are a valuable game fish in the states of 
Washington, Oregon, California, and other states; 
And whereas steelhead trout taken by hook and line for sporting pur- 
poses have a materially greater value than they do taken commercially; 
And whereas it is well known that this great natural resource is 
being needlessly over-exploited by the taking and shipping of these fish 
commercially; 
And whereas a large number of these fish are taken on Indian reserva- 
tions and shipped out without coming within the jurisdiction of the various 
states; 
Therefore be it resolved that the International Association of Game, 
Fish and Conservation Commissioners, in convention assembled at Saint 
Paul, Minnesota, this 10th day of September, 1946, hereby urge members 
of Congress to support an amendment to the Black Bass Act which would 
make this Act apply to all game fish and thereby prohibit the commercial- 
ization of all game fish including steelhead trout, and does hereby approve 
the adoption of such an amendment to the Black Bass Act. 
Let me say further that Talbott Denmead, General Counsel for the 
Association, has advised me that the Lacey Act will not cover our problem. 
As you all know, Mr. Denmead is the father of the Black Bass Act. 
To give you a little further insight into what we are doing in the state of 
Washington, may I say we have a number of Indian reservations, and at the 
mouth of each stream in these reservations the Indians put set nets completely 
across the stream, which comb out everything that comes up. I do not know 
how many of you have steelhead trout, but they are something to be proud of. 
We are trying to protect them, and I think it is only fair to ask the Interna- 
tional to support us in any measure that will protect our great game fish. 
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